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I'N 
Dr. Shrhet's SERMON ' 


PREACHED 
he Honourable Houſe of Commons, 
F- May 29.- 1685. 


.. FROM THE 


Reqarks of a late pretended-Remonſtrance, 


way of. Addreſs from the Churchof Eng/and, 
To both Houſes of Parliainent. 
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BX% 3; Im rimatur. 


* C. Alſton, R.P.D. Hen. Epiſc. 
Lond. a ;ſacris Domeſticis. 
Juli 6. 1685. - 
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Eee” Printed for-F. Amery , -at the Peacock in Fleetftreet ; 


and 4. Swale, at the Unicorn at the Weſt-end' 
of St, Paul's Church-yard. 168 5. 
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VENDICA TION 


"A Paſlge; in Dr. Sherlet's Sermon, 
Jay acti ns 7: 


T1 | ym Me: of Andra, | 


| ar k Sherhoce's Sera, my w_ 
6: Gication Wenn, > > winners * thee 

ſee what h bs had to == that Sermon, kicks Noh {o 

mt Gomes: 

11- £I: 


\deny net;- Hal who are Papiſh ; as ej | 
FT Seen very Loya?; hut mw ſure Fr , | 
| woÞ'7 rhe. Woglih-may may be Loyal, but not the Pas. 
ar Af in hn hee Je 60 fecal try of mens , Loyalty; 

; v tu any caſe reaches them to. Rebel. Now 't s te 


* 4 3 


acquainted: with" Popiſh L. one would in” reafor 


have expi 


ſcienre, 
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et forthe "y 


| from.cheChurett of England, Which is fo well. 


alty, | 
| Nook have received 4 Repri- | 
mand Be Toueting that __ ſo gently; and i im any Coti- - 


ſcience, had-any ne-wed him there , he.wouſd *_ 
found more trouble, and been put to more ſhifts, in vindica- 
- ting the [Loyalty of Papiſts, than in proving that the 
Popiſh Religion- nn ks yalty : which is the Accu- 


ſation brought againſt him b wh the Authoe of this 0 cor ; 
that he charges the Po > Anligion with — Difloyal 


- though ſome — are Pa ay 6: 
baye ufbiierid « at the difre es, 2 Nis Wiker : (had: tad Ke ire RE 
any Specimen'of Wit or hoon omg 1n any thing ) toe 


he would engagein ſo Med aCauſe. The better way had . 
been to have thayke te Dothe + his Complemege, and 

Ay -left the T trine of thei Bay 
. -1tfelf. 


But I confeſs, Lhnwkfs great a kindneſs for the Door, that 
I am unwilling he ſhould continue under ſo ſeandalous an Im- 
-h@233 2 of hayz ;charged the. 'Church- di Rome With . a 
es which: ſhe.diſhowns, which had ab. all &f * _ 
very wieked, but. at this. time had-been folly and” niadijet 
an theirs wo agua intothe-Merits of the Cauſe, which . 
noJuſt; occaſion for, I-ſball onely y 
at pes 'WFES+-A0 in yindication a the 
(ring at 03 bet ol 3ni{49 >}. 
ment he uſes to. (chu their 
el | wor cach them to.Re 245: becauſe © 
they th gh they are wag dork 7 
their Religion ) = that it does, - Do both in/their publick | 
wy and private Diſcourſes... declare aid: maintain;\that 
their ligzon 353% no ſuch Doftrine, nf tha ty ave yea 
to fora, and prafiſe true Loyalty, with the- th 
Lves and. Fortanes. - As for their. pradtiſing-1 
ty civilly wavetthat, becauſe the DoRor-has-thou 
hy and therefore, it is-no Argument agaioſt him ;: ſoo itch 
for men toa@ contrary;ts the'Prineiplesof their: 
and Tometimes to be better than their Religioninits! , 


juſt Eoalqunee teaches them to-be; as I charitably hope 
| many 


"x _ I 
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Arid the-Church of Rome's” > Py the Depofing ' Dottrine:; 


.for mar they do not teach Rebillion'by thar:namme: for 


when Prince is:depoſed" by the Authority of their Charch, 


rhey-abſotve chetr: Sbjeds ſits thelt  Fealty, and 2h08 It 7 


yoiRebel. > And Ewiſh'our Author hay "nor ſome 


| ſuch. reſerve in thoſe doubrful terms," Rebelling and True Loy- 


- for: we and” dethrown': a depoſed Prince, is not Re- 
on | ho of the > Charch! of Rome ; nor 


ons ohne ho deb way of 
'the |; Dofrins of their Chitrch, uit b what, oy 


{ as tor feet it: 


ſome Frans ry asto che i; - and? to: be cenſure, and. ex- 


communicated for itat Rome} what does their faying ſo or ſo 

ſignifietous? who have theauthentick Decrees of their Popes 

and Councils. -- They are very angry with us,* when we - 

Trolls the-Teftimionies/of-thetr private: DvRors, though of 

he greateſt: Notecand Eminenty atriong them, whoſe Wri- 

tingshave beer publiſhed'with the greateſt Authority, and 

pn with'the greateſt Applauſe, -and yet they have the 

{ro ſend us to an'Trifh Remoriſtrance, and the Wri-' 

i, or to' the renowned {Author of the Ronan Ca> 

cn, 9a uutdrn ro kearn-the' Do@trine of the Church of 
Rome ; admirable Vouchers for'the Church' of Rime,' ſome of 

whom at leaſt are no' better than Apoſtates thetnſelves, and 

arecondemned for ſuch at:Rowe. © --- 

- Suppoſe iwe ſhoulkl: be-perfwaded by the Authority and 
Rhetorickof-thisAurtior, ithat the Church of Rome docs not. 
teach the:Depoſing-Doftrine, 'andſhould afſert it-againſt all 
—— in the World, 'and one of them ſhould anſwer ” 
the 


Oh Wo 
mY 


Depojing Dottri Luis ſoo oy ard ready to-waintain'and. pros 

Hiſe it with the h of our Lives ahd Fortuves?. What a 

For are we-in HE EEE 
C LAOGNT IAG; 1Sk P 


face all ao © who 
ou to read the Decrees of: ew 


== 


We 
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a ſufpiciortthat Ks Wes Hh Dane" & iheChur © 
,orever ſhould be fo;-or they ſhould ever be convia- 


penn then they would be oy Av depoſin of Princes 


too; andiwhatevet ome lirrle iter idur People th Commu; 
gjort with the Churth- of 'Reme think bf theſe matters, while 
the governing part of the Church believes otherwiſe, as they 
certainly do at this day, (if the Pope'and his Adherents are 
the” governing; part) Princes have no ſecurity, that Popes 
will not <liallenge and this authority, but their want 
of 'power to do it ; and this, I am ſure, is wholly owing to. 
the" Reformation: for rtf Princes lad Subje&ts who valued 
riot 'the" Popes authority, they' themſelves were the Popes 
Vaſlals, and. muſt necef rily be 1o again, could: they extin- 
tk this \peſtiſenc Herefie, the great fault of WIGH is, thar 
IRE and fecutity rs Princes, by weakening | 
the Pope | 

But our Author proceeds : Tis tie, fone rſons in com- 
murion EET Rome erred ron, enents inchn | 
ahty; pod tyre pave been condemned 
ane barn ( 7 Te De AIC l: Executioner.. 

1s egis in) inſtitutione, 
For '&. ib. ® Sardrell Traflatus d Farefr, 


Pri 


,: Fon Pre 1 of 
aft it jstrine, "Hs did Enfar OF hhs ts, as we 
vary iy UE in Biblioth. Spe __ eſu, p.258. 
bur-nor-that / hich was bur :: And as for: - 
SHPatt Bus" Was prime Þy the expreſea 

| | 5. and-when 
[ Ks Ie” nd examin-- 


the: | es Rt 
& fore of the- Jeſuits what nxt thought of 1 it, "Father Coton 


an-- 


fow., they cpu 
| / * xeplied, "T1 


* FR: Z fc fluence | 
it he he adds, : 
Tra Joo for Tis fed, refte 
and 'S AE as being contrary, to Fo fone L «of God 
Jy Natare. - | & 
But. CR Eth the Roman Catholicks declare-( vbch we 


05 RTE: Author's word _y rg 


Wc. 
2 


- w , 
% a 
%* P - = 
: . 


fines, ' That if the 7i _— 


of a-Heretick ;' and the killing of a Tyrant who is-not con- 
demned and depoſed, not-of one who is excommunicated for 
Hereſfie,  And-that laſt clauſe, without expedting the Sentence 
and Command of any Fudge, ſuppoſes that'1t'is.no'fault to do 
it, bur. may be a very lawful and meritorious a@, to kill ſuch 
Princes asare depoſed by ſuperiour Judges, that is, by the Pope 


. or Council, which is the onely Authority that ever pretended 


to judge or depoſe Soveraign Princes: and there- « ! 
fore” when 'Swarez was urged with this Decree, Fa. lib. 6. = 
he anſwers, * Where do you' find in the Afts of that . 
Council, that this extends to Princes Excommunicated or Depoſed 
by the Pope. | 

Lo This Council of. Conſtance owns the fourth 


- Council 'of Lateran for a General Council, Ps ene 


and Decrees, that every new-eleded Pope be- 

fore the publication of his Ele@ion , ſhall profeſs to- main» 
tain this among other General Councils, to the leaſt tittle, 
with. the expence of his life and bloud ; and therefore what 
the Doirine of this Council: was about Depoſing Princes, we | 
may learn from the Council of Zateran, which expreſly de- 


Lord being required and ad. _*."* dominus remporalis requiſitus & 
moniſhed h the Church, ſhall negletetit ab kac Hzretica fzdicne 
neglett to. purge his Country Metropolitanum& czteros Com 


| | ales Epiſcopos excommunicationis vinculo 
from the. filth of 'Herefie , he innoderur, fc fi farhfacere contempleric. 


$ 


ſhall be ' Excommunicated by infraantum, fignificetur hoc\fummo pon- 
their Metropolitan and bis Jelinate demmcies abi 
Suffragan Biſhops ; _and if he ponat Catholicis vec ! eam,ex- 

fe S L _ f  - terminatishareticis,fine nll Ctadiis- 
neglett to make ſatisfattion .  ondeant, fin dei puritate conſe 
within a year , this ſhall be 'vent, falvojure'Domini Principatis, dam- 
fienified to the Pope, + ay modo ſuper hoc ipſe nullum preſtet obſta- 


culum, nec aliquod impedimentum oppo- 


; thenceforth he may deflare his nat; eadem nihilo minus lege ſervats cir- 


I's HIP? 7 -- C2 eos, qui non habent Dominos Princi- 
Subj ects Abſo foed fr w— their pales. Goncit To, 11. þ. 148, 149; Edit. 
Fealty, and expoſe his C _ abs 
to be ſeized by Ca *holicks, who 


it without. conradittion and. wwe it in the © 
Hrily# the Fe yoomidh arovided the prin So = ongeg* 
ang) Auf Aa if-be do not _ bindes theſe theſe ; 
yet 3 gun rg ſerued wu: to: ora 
principal ; yl over them, That is; all Soveraign Princes, ry | 
Ernperours, who are liable to the Senterice of Excommunica- 
rion.and Deprivation, it they do not purge their Dominions 
of Hereſie.- Now this take: tobe DepoſlingDoErine. | 
But we need not go:to theCouncil of Leteran to learnthe 
- - ſence of- the Countilof \Conſtance in, this: point. 
Conc Corſe Pope Martin the Fifth, in-his Bull for confirma- 
45 
tion of this Council, ſpeaks- very home ta the 
Gals That all Hereticks, and their follower rays Fg mn, and 
..": thoſe who boldand defend ſuch 


"Dana » rlnguls Heres hnjuinadi, 7 Herefies, or icate with 
Setta hereſt " Commun 
ara "<p eg fuch Fereticks :publickly or ſe- 


| Sts len Error ne ret, in Religious Ofct o 
alias participantes, eriamſi Parriarcha- other way, t h they ſhine 


vel 
th Epieopals Regal, R i» th, Ducals, in the Dignity of Patriarchs, 
dignitate--:--—Excommuni- Arch- Biſhops, Biſhops, Ki 2 
Catos (Sales diebus dominicis & feſtivis Qugens, Dukes, or any other 
in on: nib conſane ag x Ecclefraſtical. or Secular Title, 
omncs & iuſqae ſexus,, ſhaſ/ be provounced Excom- 
 Municate in way: pro ence of the 
People, eve ay and Ho- 
Sa wk that b Archbi- 


% F, ” Biſh Ss and Inquiſitors, 
bs fel by ay evlontty diligent- 

ire concerning tbem who 
© 6 defend or receive ſuch 
* Herefies and Errours, of what. 
—_ per excommunicationis, Dignity, State, Preheminence, 


= ————— — IR: Degree, Order,or Condition ſo- 
jorum enemy ne ever they are : andif-they be 
x Emmet Fes fund guile, hls by the for 
tinenr,ac. ctiam bonorum & dignitatum ſ#- ſaid authority procee LY 
them 
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them by puniſhments of xs pay rot eng ey oh 
verdift; -a3 alſo of deprivatios modes, apes. ad hoc expedire, ſeu oppor- 
of their: Dignities, Offices, and incocermines pronar ggy ayeal 
SE EN pmnmege 
Jo'o their Secular Digyities tines, ConcConſSHſ4s To2 P71: 
and Honours; and by any other | ERS, 
Penalties, Sentences, Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures, which they fhall judge 
fitting, even by taking \and impriſoning their Perſons, and execu- 
ting upon them any corporal Puniſhinents with which FHereticks uſe 
ade puniſhed, according to the Canonical Sanftions. This is the 
Council, which our Author tells us expreſly declares, that the 
King-killing DoQrine or Murder of Princes excommunicated 
for Hereſie, is damnable and heretical, as being contrary to the 
known Laws of God-and Nature ; and yet for ought I can 
perceive by this Bull, the greateſt Emperour in the:world, if 
he be a'Heretick, or a Favourer of Hereticks, if the Pope have 
as much power as authority, may be burnt, as Fob» Fuſs, and 
Feromof Prague, were by this Council. oo | 
The account of that Artiele, Quilibet Tyrannus, in ſhort is 
this: The Duke of Burgundy had cauſed Lewis Duke of Orleans 
to be murdered ; Fohanyes Parvus a Divine of Pars, to juſtifie 
this ation, defended that Propoſition, That a Tyrant might 
be killed by any of his Subjefts, without expeQing” the Sen- 
tence or Command of any.Judge ; which ; 
Mariana aſlerts to be certainly true, and that 
the onely difficulty is to know, who isa Ty- 
rant. \So-that-this/ is' a true-Cormmonwealth-Principle, like 
the ſeventeenth Article'of Fob Wicklefi, which was condem- 
ned alſo in this Council” Populares pofſumt gd ſuum arbitrium 
Aominos delinquentes corrigere.” Phe people may corre their 
Lords or Gevernours, when they do amiſs, according to their 
own will and pleaſure. Andthis? grant'is notthe DoErine 
rves this power wholly to. 


Richerius Hiſt. Conc, 
Gener. part 2. P. 162, 


of the Church of- Rowe; -which reſerve | | 
it ſelf, thought'ir has been deeded" by many Jeſuits, ſuch as 
Mariana and Suarez, from whetice our late Hebals learnt their 
BL Þ, | B 2 Maxims 


Maxims of Geyernment. | But theſe two Queſtions ought to | 
-Church.of. Rome; Whether the People have an inherent right | 
in themſelves to Depoſe, or Puniſh,» or. Murder-Tyranmcal * 
Princes ;. and. whether the-Pope have'guthority to--Depoſe 
Princes for Hereſie or other cauſes, and: to Abſolve their Sub- 
jeRs from their obedience : The firſt is not the -Do@rine-of 

_ the Church, (though it be of many Jeſuits) bur is put con- 
demned by this Council; theugh-Mariana truly obſerves, that 
the condemnation of this Propoſition, Quilibet Tyrannus,isnot 

; confirmed by the Popes Bull, as the condemnation of the Ars 

5 _ - ticles of Wickleff and Zuſs expreſly is; which gives ſome ſuſpi- 

dS cion, that he did not much like it, eſpecially conſidering what 

.. Ger ſou tells us, that this DoQrine of Fohan. Parvus was branch- 

ed out into nine Articles, and he was very zealous to have had 
them all diſtintly condemned, but could not obtain it; and 
therefore complains , Errorem i/lum non ſufficienter ſed valde 
diminute.dammatum eſſe, That this Errour was notſufficiently, 
but very imperfe&ly condemned ; which he attributes to that 
kindneſs many of them had for the Nuke of Bargandy. How- 
ever, I do not find this Dofrine defined'in any of their Ge- 
neral Councils, and it is condemned (though Gerſon ſays im<« 

. perfeQly). in this, and therefore ts not tobe accounted the Dc- 
arime of the Church of Rome. But as for the Popes Depoſing 
power, it is not onely aſſerted by Jeſuits, but decreed by their 

Councils, and therefore. muſt be accounted the Dofrine of 
their Church. _ | | 
_ But our Author proceeds :. That no Catholicks, as Catholicks, 
believe that the Pope hath any direft or indirett authority over the 
Temporal Power and Juriſdittion of Princes :. ſo that / the Pope 
ſhall pretend to abſolve' or diſpence with his. Majefties Subjetts 
from their Allegiance upon account of Herefie and Schiſm , ſuch 
Diſpenſation would be vain and null, and all Cathalick SubjeAs 
way Panding ſuch: Diſpenſation or Abſolution) would be flill 
nd in Conſcience to defend their King and Country; at the ha- 
zard of their Lives and Fortanes,even againf} the Pope bimſeſf,in 


caſe 
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caſe he ſhould invade the Nation. And yet we ſee that Popes 
.challenge _—_— power,and their Councils own and de- 
cree it 3-and where to find the Roman Catholick Faith, but in 
the Decrees of their Popes and Roman Cath6lick General 
Councils, I cannot you. | Andifwe may take and leave what 
we'pleaſe of their Councils, and be good Catholicks ſtill, I ſee 
noreafon why we may not reje& the Decrees of their Councils 
about Tranſubſtantiation, Purgatory, Indulgences,the Invoca- 
tion of Saints, and Worſhip of Images, and continue as good - 
Catholicks as they are, who renounce the Authority of their 
Councils as to the Depoſing DoCtrine, I am ſure the Council 
of Conſtance would have condemned theſe men for Hereticks, 
who ſhould preſume to reje& any Dofrine, which this or 0- 
ther General Councils'had determined ; for in the Bull of Mar- 
tin V. in the Articles of Inquiry after Hereticks, they were to 
ask them this Queſtion among others : Whether he believed, 
that what this holy Council of Conſtance, repreſenting the Vni- 
verfal Church, hath approved and doth approve in favour of the 
Faith, and the ſalvation of Souls, is to be held andap- concil, To. 
| proved of all Chriſtian. people ;. and what it hathand 12. p. 268: 
doth condemn. as contrary to Faith and good Manners, that is to be - 
held, and believed, and profeſſed by them to be condemned. 

It were. cafe to multiply Teſtimonies to this purpoſe; as 
the Depoſition of the Emperour Frederick II. in the General 
Council at Lyons by Pope Iunocent IV. the Breve of Paul V. 
to the. Englith Catholicks, againſt taking the-Oath of Alle- 
giance ; but. my Author has given no occaſion to proceed any 
farther. He appealsto the General Council of Coyſtance, and 
I joynaflue. with him here, and leave it to every man tojudge, 
whether that Council has decreed the King-killing Dodrine, 
or - Murder of Princes Excommunicſted tor Hereſfie, to-be 
damnable and heretical. . | fi” 

--; The firſt of thoſe three.'Treatiſes againſt the Oath of Alle» 

giance, which are publiſhed by the Title of 7he Jeſuits Loyalty, 
proves at large that the Depoſing Dodrine is the Do@rine-of 

the Church of Rome, by ſeveral very material Arguments. * 

; 7.. *That 


\ _ © fromScriptui 


--r-' "That Popes have taught.it as found Doftrine, proving it 
2and Tradition, and condemned the contrary as 
*erraneousinFaith, pernicious to Salvation, wicked folly-and 
< madneſs, and inflicted Cenfurcs-on themthatheldit. + 

2+ -*That Popes have in the higheſt Tribunals of the Church 
* depoſed Soveraign Princes, and abfolved their Subjets from 
< their Allegiance ; and this with the advice and'conſent of 
* their Councils, and not onely Patriarchal; but ſometimes e- 
* ven General. - = | bay 

3- *That Popes, and General Councils by them-confirmed, 
* have denounced Excommunication to ſuch as'ſhould obey 
* their Princes after ſuch Sentence of Depoſition and Abfolution 


- 


' *of their SubjeRs from their Allegiance. TY, | 
4+ *That a General Council, confirmed by the Pope, hath 
< made a Cannon-law, regulating the manner of De 
* Princes in ſome caſe, and abſolving their Subjes from their 
£ IANCE. | F=0 
5. *That all Catholick Divines and Caſuiſts that have treg- 
*tedof it, from the-firſt'to the laſt, (after Calvix's time) in all 
*the ſeveral Nations of Chriſtendom, have aſſerted this power 
* of the Pope, without ſo much as one contradifting it'in' all 
* that time. ' | | & 
6. *That all Catholick Emperours, Kings, (yea, eventhe 
< that were depoſed) States, Magiſtrates, and Lawyers, and f 
* nally all the Catholicks in the world, for the time being, have 
: (by tacit conſent at leaſt) _ and received this Doqrine 
* of Popes, Divines and Caluiſts; and theſe Cenſures, Canons, 
* and Practices of Popes and General Councils. | -- 77 
This is enough in all Conſcience, if it be well proved (as I 
think truly the greateſt part of it is) to prove the Depoſing Do- 
- rine tobe the Dorine of the Church of Rome 5 and when 
there is ſo great and potent a Party among 'themfelves, who 
appear ſo:zealous in this Cauſe; I:cannot underſtand what 
fault the Door committedin charging them withthat which . 
. they are ſoambitiousto be charged with. Tf irbea —_— 
3 opes 
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| Popes and Councils, Divines and Caſuiſts and Lawyers,are the 
Authors'of the Calumny (not thoſe who believe ir upon their 
report) who are the propereſt Judges, what authority it is 
they challenge; and all the world knows what it is they exer- 
ciſe as often as they-can. LES 
There is indeed an Anſwer given to this Treatiſe by one of 
thoſe Catholick Divines (as they call themſelves) who will 
'not-own this to be the Dottrine of the-Church. I read it 0- 
ver with-great zeal and expeQation to ſee it confuted, which T 
profeſs I ſhould have been very glad to have ſeen fairly done : 
. for take no pleaſure in the Errours and Miſtakes of any 
Church; and I think he has proved, that thoſe Kings and Em- 
perours who were depoſed, did not like the Depoſing Doarine, 
as-any one would gueſs; and I confeſs, T thought it at firſt a 
bold attempt in the Author of that Treatife to prove the 
contrary, which is the onely matter of fat, wherein he has 
apparently the-better of his Adverſary ; but as for other mat- 
ters (excepting the Opiniens of all Catholick Divines and 
Caſuiſtsbefore Calvin, which-may admit of ſome debate) he 
yields it all, and laughs at his Adverſary for taking ſo much 
pains to prove what no body denies, wiz. that Popes have 
taught this Do@rine, that Popes and Councils have made ſuch 
Decrees, and have aQGually executed them upon Kings and 
Emperours; and that their moſt eminent Divines and Caſuiſts 
have defended this Doftrine, and juſtified fuch Decrees and 
Practices: but yet he ſays, all this does not prove it to be the 
Dodrine of their Church, nor de fide. pen 
Now this does not concern the Dofor, who did not med- 
dle with their Church nor Articles of Faith, but aſſerted that 
the Popiſh Religion is not Loyal, and that in ſome-caſes it 
teaches SubjeAs to Rebel. Now if the Dofrine and Decrees 
of Popes and Councils be no part of the Popiſh Religion, 
whether they be in a tric ſence Articles of Faith or not; 
if the Decrees of Councils to depoſe Heretical Princes or the 
Favourers of Hereticks, and to abſolve their Subje&ts _ 
| their 
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| their Allegiagee, do not teach Subjefts to Rebel in ſuch caſes, 
then indeed tlie Door may be miſtaken, eſpecially if it be a- 
. ny comfort to a depoſed Prince, that he 1s Looks by vertue 


- 


of a Decree of Popes and Councils; 'but yet the Popes power 


of Depoſing Princes, is no Article of Faith. 

But yet it_may be of good ule to ſet-this matter in a clear 
light, and to hear the utmoſt that can be faid to vindicate 
the Church of Rowe from teaching ſo pernicious a Dodrine as 


this. And what the Anſwerer to the firſt Treatiſe againſt the 


Oath of Allegiance ſays, is contained in a narrow compaſs, 


and I ſhall reduce it into as eaſte a method asI can. The truth . 
is, I generally like what he ſays very well, and think he has 


proved that it ought not to be the DoCtrine of the Ghurch, and 
that no man 'is bound to believe it, whatever Church teaches 
it ; but I think he bas not proved, that it is not the DoEtrine of 
the Church of Rome. He irankly acknowledges, that this De- 
poſing Doftrine has been taught by Popes,: ang-has been de. 
creed by General Councils (which our Remonſtrancer denies) 
letus hear then how he vindicates_the Church of Rowe from 
teaching ſuch a-DoCtrine, and truly IT cannot find that he ever 
attempts it, Kone 

1. He fays indeed this is not the Doftrine of the Church, 


and we believe it is not, if by Church he means the Univerſal - 


-Church: of all Ages; but yet it may te the DoQtrine of the 
Church of Rome, which teaches a great many DcArines which 
the Primitive and Apoſtolical Churches never heard of: and 
therefore though it be true what he ſays, That all the Ages be- 
| fore Gregory. the Seventh were pofſutrvely againff the 
P. 18. Depofing Dottrine ; That this was a Doftrine brought in 
P. 10, #1 the Eleventh Century, againft the Fudgement and Pra- 

ice of Ten before; That the Fathers were not of this 
mind ; and a great deal to this purpoſe: yet this does not prove 
that the preſent Church of Rome does not teach this DoCtrine ; 


which is plain matter of faQ tobe ſeen in the Decrees of their | 


Popes and Councils, as he himſelf acknowledges. 
| Thus 
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Thus he proves; That! this Dottrine'is.not an-Article of 
Faith': For'two things are [neceſſary to make an Article of, 
Faith. ' Firſt, That the Point have been originally revealed by 
Chritt z. And Secondly, That this Revelation heve been preſer- 
wed by un uninzerrupted and. uniform Pradtice of the Faith- 
ful; und if ay of theſe conditions are wanting , he denies 
any engapement of the Church in theſe concerns , or that the 
Church has believed,taug ht,or pradtiſed this Depoſing Doftrime: 
that is to ſay, If any Church teaches ſuch Do&rines, as 
have not the true Characters of Articles of Faith, ſhe does 
nor: reach true Articles: of Faith ; bur yet ſuch DoQtrines 
may be'Articles of Faith in the Church of Rowe , though 
they be not Articles of the Catholick Faith ; for if no 
Church can make Articles of Faith for her ſelf, which are 
not Articles of the Catholick Faith, then no Church can be 
guilty of Herefie, for{he never can have an heretical Faith, 
if nothing can be/the Faiths of the: Church; but what is Ca- 
tholick; which indeed is the only expedicnt I know of in the 
World, to prove the Church of Xo-ze not to be guilty of 
Herefie ; but-therl it willjuſtifie all other Churches, as well 
as' the'Church of Rome: Gi 7 00, | 
-J:1 "thought al different Churches :orCotimunions of 
Chriſtians had-been diſtinguiſht from each other by their 
Articles of - Faith; and Ecclefiaſtical- Policy, tbeir Canons , 
or Jaws of Diſcipline ; and if. would know , what is 
the DofQrine, 'Government:; or: Diſcipline of the Church 
of Rowezor of the Church-of £x2/evd;T-muſt not enquire 
either whar'the Scripture teaches, or what was taught-ma- 
ny Apes ſince by the Primitive Fathers , but muſt examine - 
the Authentick Records of theſe Charches, the Decrees of 
Popes 'and” Conncils ,- rheir Articles and Canons 4 for it is 
inpoſſible to know ; what is' believed and-pratid inthe 
Church'of Rome; or Figlend at this diy , byt'By ſuchRe- 
. corfls > What is the true Catholick Faith , and' what 3s the 
Faith of the Church 'of Rome, - the Cluzrch of _ 
and. 
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Land,are two very different Queſtions, 'and'muſt be proyed 
different ways; we muſt-learnithe Catholick Faith of the 
Church from the DoQrine of the Scriptures,or the Writings 
of the Primitive Fathers;but we muſt learn the Faith of the 
Church of Rowe , or Englaxd,: or any other Church , by 
their own Writings,confirmed bythe higheſt Authority that 
--tsin ſuch a Church : And therefore! as we muit learn the 
DoQrine of the Church of -#=e/axd,from our Articles and 
Canons , fo 'we muſt learn the Dofrine-of the Church of 
Rome, by the Definitions, Decrees, Conſtitutions, Canons 
of Popes and Councils , whoſe Authority is received and 
acknowledged in the* Church:of Rome'; and as he.,' who 
' renounces the 3g Articles; or any of. them, does ſo far ſepa- 
rate from the Church of £z/azd , and renounce. its Au- 
thoxity and Communion ; ſo do thoſe , who renounce the 
Decrees and Definitions of Popes and Councils, ' fo fax 
forth renounce the Church of. Rome , the-DoQtrine', Go- 
vernment., and Diſcipline of #. - And as 'it would be ab- 
 fard to ſay, That the Church of E»g/and does not renounce 
Tranſubſtantiation, becauſe this Author thinks, it. is a Ca- 
tholick Do&trine , ſo it is equally ablurd to fay, That this: 
Do&rine of Depofing -Pfinces, 1s not theDottrine of the 
Church of Rowe, though taught by Popes and Councils, - 
that is, by the higheſt Authority of rhat Church, becauſe 
this Author believes, That,notwithſtanding what. Popes and 
Councils fay,it is not the DoQtrine of the Univerſal Church 
mw all Ages:; which is a er indeed to prove, That 
we ought not to receive ſuch, DoCtrines,. though- taught by 
the Church of Rome, but is no proof,that this 1s not taught 

by the Church of Rome. i 5 
Thus it is nothing+to-the purpoſe , as: far as: we are con- 
cerned\in this Controverfie, Whether Popes-or Councils be 
Fallible or Iafallible, Whether what oy decree be an Article 
ofFaith, or net, Whether ir betrue or falſe ; for if the Popes 
and their Councils be the higheſt Authority in the Church 
of 


| (179 

of : Rowe, we \muſtlearn from them, What is the Doftrine 
of: the Churchrof :Rewve, be it true: or falle; as we do, what 
the ' DoArine of the Church of Z»zlazd is, from-the Arti- 
cles and Canons agreed on- in Convocation; though we do 
not /pretend that the Convocation is Iafallible, or that whac 

they. derermine muſk be true, becaule they determine - it. 
{+All the little (nor to lay fenceleſs) DiſtinQtions , which 
this Anſwerer uſes , tend only to prove, That what is de- 
creed by Popes and Councils, is not therefore the Dottrine 
of the Church, that is, of the Hniverſal Catholick Church, 
unleſs it have the 'confirmation of Catholick Tradition, 
which I will eafily.grant him; but yet ic may, and muſt bez 
the DoArine of the preſent Church 'of Rome , if itbe de- 
termined by all the Authority, that is in that Church » For 
that isthe DoEtrine of any Church, which is agreed on,agd 
determined by the higheſt Authority in it; and I know no 
greater Authority in the Church of Rowz,than that of Popes 
and Councils ; and therefore the Depefing DoQrine being 
defined and decreed by Popes and Councils /as he himſelf 
acknowledges)muſt be the DoQrine of the Church of Rozxe. 
2. No ſays this Anſwerer, Councils have made a Canon 
for the: Depoſing heretical Princes, but have not defined, 
That the Pope 'or: Council have Authority to do it. -Coun- 
cils uſe to define thoſe things, which-they intend we ſpould be 
obliged to believe. To make 4 Canon is one thing, to d:fine is 
another. Decreeing and Suppoſieg are plainly not defining; and 
Therefore this Depoſing DoQtrine is no Article of Faith in 
the.Church of owe; nor are they bound to beleive it, be- 
cauſe: though it has been decreed, it has not been defined in 
any Council. An admirable Apology. for the Church of 
Rome! The Conncil of Lateran (lays this Anſwerer) made 4 


= 2 


Decree concerning Depoſition; the Council'of ;Lyons «ſſented ts Þ. 14. 


an attual Depoſition z therefore they.were both perſwadedgthey 
-orithe:' Pope; had power | to: depoſe. 7, for my part, ſee not 
whittepore can be made of it. Tug for my part, 1.ſee not 
21 PO 2 | what 
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.what more nted be made of it; to/j vftifiefthe:DoGtor,on.any 


one elſe} who charges the Church ofe/&@mrowubthe _ 
cit he 


fing DoQrine. He may diſpute With-:bis Adv :ie 
pleaſes, Whether ſuch a Depoſing Canon ;prove the Depo- 
ſing Do&trine to be an Article of Faith; - but Ithink jit-is- 
much atone, Whether a-Pridce be depoſed by an:Article of 
Faith; or by a Decree. or: Canon-.! If that Canon; which 
decreesthe Depoſing of Princes,and Abſolving-their SubjeQs 


from their Allegiance, teaches -SubjeQts to vyebel, and the. 


Church' of Rome has: made ſuch a Canon, (as evidently 
they have , if Romaz Catholick General ' Councils: be:the 
Repreſentative of; that Church) 'I'think it does.notimend 
the matter much, wherher-rheDepoſing DoQrine be an Ar 
ticle'ot Faith or not. And yet I am not'farisfied, but;that 
to. decree what ſhall bedone,includes 2 virtual Definition of 
thar DoQtrine, on which that Decree is founded. Todecree, 
that an heretical Prince (hall be Depoſed;frgnifies ſomething 
more than a bare Definition , that -an Heretical Prince may 
be depoſed, and I believe allmankind,who have not loft 
common ſenſe by Metaphyſical Subtilities,havealwaystaken- 
it forgranted, Thata Decree includes zDetinition. - Nay to 


decree without a' Definition ſuppoſes;the Depofing'/Do- 


Qrine, whereon the Dectee of Depoſitionis-foundet, tobe 


fo univerſally receivedand acknowledged, thatthere: was no- 


need of - an expreſs Definition ; which), I think, ties it as- 
hard upon the-Church of Rome,as any Definition conld do. 
_ * The Sum is this:* This ' Anſwerer acknbwledges; Thar 
Popesand Councils have decreed theNepoſing Dottrins, bur 
will by no means grant; thar' this is'the/Doftrine ' of the 
Church, (thereby meaning.the UniverſalChurch ofallages) 
nor that they are bound to believe it, and I readily grant 
him all this, bur do till averr, Thar it is the DoQrine of-rHe 


preſenc - Church of #ome ; which is all that 1. intend $0 
prove, for 1 never thought\ was the Doltrine of theitrue: - 


Catholick Church, orthatany Chriſtian ought - to- believe 
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} {Rom is aeguilh! from other 
ON bay na other way ta learn 
Hank Conga, FO are the 
higheſt / Ferns 1th t.Churs and th tacy teach the Depo- 
ſing DoCtrine;-.and therekc 
=—_ that Church... and ow! Auth Wt . myſtown it too. 
Thoſe whodilown this Worms fer diwn the Autho- 
rity. of the Church of. Xowez and may Bethe better SubjeQs 
for being the worle Papilts, which [thinkis no great Com- 
mendation ia that Regen p ts "V F. FIRED 
Nov. ſfiace, ,Yopes and,.; gun ve, decreed A 
H- defined the\Nepo oe .and, this Anſwerer 
does and mult believe _ Rome ta be the Catho- 
lick Church. 1 delare'to ; Cho rh hecan avoid that Infe. 
rence, That this Nepoſing L Tb eygr linceit has beende- 
creed, by Popes.and het Pas.vecn the DoArine of the 
a1 boy Roz the, Church Rill, 
any it decrees the. Depolin At Few i is not a General 
Council, .the Repreſemtarig of the Church of that age, 
ey Council is held ?:; And, are not the Decrees of 
ag epen. the No&krine, of. "" ureh ?. No, ſays 


_ Rr 1 £ dp, ot. py. he? how vh "ch ay can be Anſwer to 


engaged, unleſs. (be Vorrray 
Chareh,; as 4 Church, or Congregation: of EOS ul cap proceed. 5. 
Which he there te ells us, is a revelation orlers preſer- 
ved oy -20.vainterrupted and, uniorm, RL of the Faith- 
Ful,: thapjs;; þy.that,expleded.Oracle of Ifallible Tradition. 
But 4}, <7 or, alhof theſe, wha meke the, Church believe not, or 
ath on other grounds than theſe, I conceive they believe and att, 
wot as 8 Church or.,as faithful, but s Mew, or Scholars , or in 
lome other Capacity. ——+- The, trwh;is,, when Councils leave 
their proper, work, defining and declarin to Doh, the Faith 
regeivea from they Axreſtpr i e417, ofifeoraſing, or rether 
rr th diſcgurſes formmerty mades-they are nat in (rift forme- 
ty fgouncils, Z [62 in-j/45 propriety iu which they are held. 
f0 


roands, 07,4 hich aloze 4 the _ 
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ing now not'a7's' Connril ,; Yut as (o'rtding itn." Aſt 
pabs for good Catholick-Doftrine; that "a the *men'in-che 
Church 'may err, and yet the: Church 'cannet err, which 
preſerves Iafallibility - in the Church by as great a Miracle, 
as the "£97 Bread and Wine in the Sacrament-withour a 
Subje&. - But, 1 befeectryou;When are General CouncitsIn- 
fallible ? When they decrce/and define*, what is Infallibly 
true. Right! And thus the Convocation of the Province 
of Canterbury or Zork are as Infallible, as any General Coun- 
cil. Nay any Private Chfiftian is as Infallible as'cither; if 
he adhere coat lible 'Tradirion. '-Burl rhoughtit had been 


 Catholick Dotrine,” Thar a'General'Coitticil arEno- longer 


to be conſidered as men, but as the Church repreſentative, 
which is under the Conduct and Influence of an Infallible 
Spirit to ſecure them from' Error: But it ſeems even. a Ge- 
neral Council may err ;- only then they err not as a Council; 
but as Men: but how ſhall we' know; when they are” 


Council, and when they are Men? - Fruly this is 'not to be 


thid.p.71. 


thus I hope 


known, till they have made their Definitions and Decrecs; 


and'then if they'be agrecable to Catholick Tradition , they 
aRed as a Kitry Foot theywereonly Fallible Men. 'But 


who fhall be" Jhidge of this ? Whio is the Keeper of ;this C4- 


tholick Tradition 2 Why every Man muſt judge for him- 


ſelf, /t is the ſence written -in the hearts of the Faithful, and 
appearing in their Attions:ThetFriting foretold 'by'thePropher, 
Jerem. '3. inthe bowels and hearts of the houſe of Iſrael; ' And 
in time our Quakers - may be good Catho- 


licks. | 


The Sum then of his Argument, whereby'he proves, Thar 
the Depofing Do@rine-is not taughtby the Church,thovgh. 
it be taught by Popes, and General:Councils,is rthis, Thar 
the Pope isnot Infallible, I nlny i buta 
probable Opinion; That GeneralCouncils arenot the Church, 
but Fallible Men when they err, and Infallible gy a 

h FE | they 


inthe. reaclr 1 ine; yet the Church - 
dues notreach it; Now, W ſe Propoſitions be true 
or falſe, Lenquire not; but defire all good Catholicks to 
.obſerve, | Tharthey muſt renounce; the Infallibility and Au- 
'thority of the Popes and+General:Councils' of the Church-of 
Rame , or acknowledge the Depoling Dofrine:to be the 
DoQtrige ofthe Church. | | 
This Diſtia tion between the Church and the Men of 
the Church: , deſtroys all the Viſible Authority of the 
Church, and leaves every man at liberty-to judge for him- 
KIE, What is Catholick Tradition; which is ſo looſe a Prin- 
ciple, that -a DoQtor of the Church of Zzg/and would be 
aſhamed of it, let them no more talk of a Viſible Church, 
A -the-whole Vilible Authority of the Church be not the 
Church ; if all rhaſemen / ir whom-the teaching and go- 
verning Authority::of the Churotr-relides , wherher Popes 
and Councils may teach ſuch DoQrines,and yet the Church 
not © teach -rhem -does the: :Church-ceaſe ro be a Church, 
when it teaches any thing contrary to Catholick: Tradittr- 
on ? Then it. ſeems' there” was' no Church during all the 
time of thoſe Popes and Councils, which taught the Depo- 
ſing DoCtrine; nor is there any Koman Catholick Church to 
this day , wherein theſe-DoQrines are ill caught, and will 
be ſo, till thoſe Decrees of ' Popes and Councils be repealed, 
which teach-theſe-DoQtrines : Or; are they a Church, and 
yet the Church not reach; whit they, who-are 'the Church, 
teach- with all the Authority of a Church ? Or , are they 
a Church, and no Church',- at-the ſame time ?. Is not the 
Sentence , which a Judge pronounces-by. the Authority of 
a: Judge; a Jadicial AQ ,;though ir be contrary to Law ? 


And: by the ſame reaſon;Arenot-the' Decrees of the Coun- 
.cil;, which-is, the, ;Chourch tepreſentative, the 'AQts of -the 
Church , though they be contrary to Catholick Faith and 
Tradition ? Does a: Judge' otafe to be a Judge , _—_ 
Vial | | | ur 


*Church: th-be. the: Ghuech 
 TAnd'if nd, Are noviuaivBall 
_ ores, the:iAlts-of che: 


Jade; or BF ah Chev Rilt? Lot 
him but tell tie,>Wherherhet:willhave x Church or no 
Church, add hs Thi i-fimd me very civil; granting ekher; 
but how Lemme will relifDwach govdiCitholicks;'1 
cannot gueſs. ! oC OI :8r}s 4 $797 uh! SIWENUADS 

In ſhort theſe mak who will not dlfow he Depoſing Do- 
 Arine tobe the: Dottrine of 'the Ghurch-of Rowe , though - 
they acknowledge :1t 'to/ have [been decreed by Popes and 
Covncils,'go:upon theſe Principles 41> : - | 

1. Thar Popes and Councils may: mi tian decreed Rich 
DoQrines', as are contrary ' to Scripture, and Catholick 


Tradition. + 
-..2; That no g60d-Gatholick Is: bound to owa ſuch Do- 
Qrines, though decreed by Popes'and:Conncils. : [D 


- 3: That che DoGrineiofiith, ſee» Church of owe 
my not the. DoQrane-of rhe-Catholick Church. + 
'3- That men iare-good 'Qatholicksinotr by: adberingis fo 
the DoQrine of theyprefent Church of: Rome, but. of the 
"Seripruresexpounded by Primitive andCatholick Tradition, 
Allthis 1 firmly! believe, they are che-very. Principles (Or 
which our Refornidtionis founded; andi by which we: juftt- 
fie our felves-agaialt the Inmovarions of the-Church of Rowe, 
but though theſe principles will juſtifie theReformarion, yet 
they. will not prove , : That this: EE Oelntas! i$iHot 
taught by the preſent Church of Rowe i! out) 201 29 
; Ler'us then now veturnagain: to' onr-Renioiiſtranver; 5nd 
3 | Having got rid oi :the "Council of Conſtance, and-proved, 
) That nt1s:16 far from keg onas « hath rockin 


but Iafinnation,- und! | 
ofan Argument bet: jv eur whit ws: 30 "ho wy" ; 

ceeds thus, © - bh : 
_—— - 7 ifay feeing Rom Cutbobt ts ohms ederully cle 
their 


| s Pe ho nee with megbave writ- 
i pong Pamphlets, pap te &C- rending, fo 7 reafos 
and of. OM +, 401 
- This is:ſpoke inthe Perſon. of the Church of England, 
_—) a very, fair Speech he has made for - her, wherein there 
is got any: one thing: fairly” repreſented. For 1. the Do- 
Qordaes nat. charge Loyal: Papiſts with diſloyal Principles, | 
only ſays, That thePo b8:ligonianceLoyal: bac'it 3s poſſi- 4 
ble. that many,Papiſts may not:.beheve 'this to 'be the Do- 
drine of the: Church of: Rome, as many of them: -profeſFnot 
- todo ; others nay abhor the Doftrine,” and renounce the 
 Authority;of the Church of Rome in this particular; thoy oh 
they hold: Communion with-her- in hee- Worſhip 4. others 
May han ſuch'a Natural and Inbred Loyalty, ſuch a Loy 
cir Prince and Country# as antidotes:them againſt the 
JafeXon of bad Principles; now theſe-men may be&ToyN, 
as the Door acknowledges, and may a& upon very Loyal 
Prigciples-too, .but-they-are-not the Principles'of the Popiſh 
Religion z- and there is ſome hazard, -thar-while men em- 
brace. a. Religion, and: own-the A ty of a.Chureh, 
wh ichgeaches the Depoliag DoArine, -they'may be corrup- 
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and Was tried,. it "had no 
Ke © novury bara ſeafeef Ditty, ls Bog e*her to and T 
n ming any one man, who' was fir my ſedfaſt ro"the 
. Church, - but was, fo tothe jontoo, though he under- 
wetit | the koptatvi ofbeings F ft; or Popiſbly inclined . 
for it, It isfi Miciencly known, that the prin rty of - _— 
cheſt Houſes of ret EY 'who nr for the Bill. of Exclu- 3 
fion, were Teady preparedto accommodate and comprehend "wh 
away we Church oft England; and He might, with equal - MY 
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Fe Princes, wha "ns tow thiit 
Lives.and ok io , hold: Communion with it. © | 
1f they can,per wade Princes, That there is no Salvitian 
to be had in any other Church; thoſe who have'a mind =”. 

be ſaved , muſt be contented ro diſpenſe with ſome. tempo- 
ral Inconvehiencies 'to ſave*rheir Souls ; and indeed they 
have made.the way to Heaven ſo'very ealie , that'it may 
rſivade: Princes;who love their roy ec tobearwith the ; 
| Rudeneſs and Infolencies of Pope And) yet no'ttian ever ; 
denied, but the Papiſts rhay be vely good koi to bode a j 
Princes le they obey the Pvpe,, my 
their Sibies ro obey them; the only tip pe is, $49 f 
Pope and 5 bare are Het of a fide , Whoth the Sabjects | 
ſhall obey” then , the depoſed Price, or the depoſin 
Pope 3 and it is no greater wonder , 3 that a'Popjſh' 
can more ſecurely troſt his Popiſh'SabjeQs;," than Cz, 
nifts , than that 2 Ealviniſtical 'plices Berk 6 
dence. in his Caloviniftital Subjects, , "chain i in Papifts;' for 
generally,” neither Papiſts , | nor Calpinifts , caryendure any 
Prince but - of theirown'Re] yon 3" hi now any For 
whether Papiſts. or Calviitts tas | ny 6 be fe ſecure in the Loyd 
of the'Ch of England, w ren fi Be 
In ' Authority of 'their Prince, rs is Religi 
\ As for what he adds ST Fn 
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This no doubt , he thought.., was a: lling-Argument, 
We muſt nor charge the hureh' 8M with ihe 
mu harp .' Rome with t 


ſing Dodtrine , for fear of reproaching the; King 


the-ſame reaſon we muſt not condemii any other Dodtrins. 


of the Church of Rome 7 if it appear., that the King 


not teach Diſloyal Principles, is, . from. the Perſonal Loy- 
alry of ſome Papiſts: but it has io; My obſerved, 


That. there ig ns Conſequence in this ; M'though he has 
ſaid many things both very falſe-and "y piteful, yet ſince 
the Dr. has waved this Point , I will'do ſo too : Who ever 
has a mind to-be fatisfied in this, may read our Engliſh Hi- 
ſtories, and- find. fatisfaQtion, if his own Experience and 
Memory will not do it. - | IT” | 
As for the reſt of the Pamphlet,it is ſo unlikethe Church 
of England, that, I ſuppole,l need not tell any man, It was 
not written by a Son of that Church z' and I think*it is . no 
great credit to the Church of” Rome, , That they have no 
wiſer men amonghem to write Remonſtrances and Ad- 
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